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EDITOR S NOTE
Is communism dead?
Essentially, the modern theory of revolutionary communism
was laid out by Karl Marx over a century ago, and it was embellished in this century by Lenin and others. In his works ranging
from The Communist Manifesto to The German Ideology to his
Preface to Contribution to a Critique of Political Economy, Marx
wrote of the historic necessities driven by economics. The economic conditions of production, he wrote "can be determined
with the precision of natural science"; the results along the superstructure, including politics, were only slightly less forced.
For the evolutionary Marxists, too, the theory is now vintage.
It was created principally in the time period which ran from the
mid-Nineteenth Century. Its most prominent exponents, from
Bernstein to the Fabian Society, were energetic, civic-minded,
thoughtful humanitarians devoted to the primacy of the Marxian
analysis.
The Great German thinker Max Weber, countering Marx, bent
much of his efforts to arguing that, while Marx had not been
entirely right, he, Weber, was not trying to "substitute for a onesided materialistic an equally one-sided spiritualistic causal interpretation of culture and of history." He did reveal to the satisfaction of most, however, the theoretical weaknesses inherent in
attributing to economics supremacy over all the causal chain of
events which is history.
As a result, much of the theory of communism, certainly as
extrapolated from the pure realm of philosophy onto the edifice of
statecraft, was rejected by scholars long ago. But, in spite of the
work of Tawney, Djilas, and many others, the practice of communism kept on going long after its theoretical underpinnings had
been exposed as weak.
The last decade has seen these underpinnings pulled away
almost entirely. From the dissolution of the sixteen republics of
the old Soviet Union to the revolutionary changes throughout the
entire range of the Balkan and East Central European states, and
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in Third world countries around the globe, most of the officially
communist states have met their maker. Only China, Cuba, and
perhaps North Korea, Laos, and a few other entities still pronounce themselves theoretically orthodox, and even in China one
is hard-pressed to discern what is in principle communist theory
and what is merely the persistence of traits authoritarian rulers
always have exhibited.
Nothing is new here. But as a thirty-year-long visitor to a
small, very left-wing kibbutz (communal settlement) in Israel, I
have been stunned to find that even in the heartland of what
almost every commentator has long hailed as pure communism in
both theory and practice, the old persuasion is mortally ill, if not
already moribund. Red is blueifying.
Now, on my kibbutz of Yad Hanna, for example, we rent out
houses to non-members. We are rentiers, and the profit goes to
the collective, we are even talking about differential pay for various jobs. And the kibbutz is looking forward to making big profits in a real estate and construction extravaganza. Meanwhile,
neighboring kibbutzim are requiring members or guests to present
tickets in order to enter the communal dining room.
No more is it "from each according to his ability, to each
according to his need." Now, the cry is that the kibbutz is desirable because of the rights and privileges accorded to those who
are already members. And the famous Israeli writer Amos Elon,
himself from Kibbutz Hulda, speculates in a recent book that perhaps the kibbutz movement, and thus the theory of communism in
practice, was merely a response to a particular historical moment,
a reaction to necessity.
So, while communism is moving toward being placed in the
past tense on a national level, it is even being superseded, or
rejected, by individual men and women, gathered in small groups,
who have been amongst the most true of the true believers.
We have to wonder, then, if the theory as expounded by Marx
and his followers was fatally flawed from the beginning. Since
communism seems not to work in the modern era, was the theory
simply a well-disguised camouflage? Was it a gigantic public
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relations effort which worked for most of a century, inspired by a
particular moment of time and special set of causative factors?
Was communism but a cry against the ills engendered by the
"dark Satanic mills" of the Industrial Revolution, a response to a
moment in history — and thus false as science, incapable of serving as a premise upon which social science could build? And, in
an even larger sense, is it simply untrue that economics is the
motor of history, or ~ as Weber would say — one link of the causal
chain?
It is my belief that no one is more equipped to examine this
issue than the members of the International Society for the
Comparative Study of Civilizations. While devotees of Marxist
Leninism have long professed to study the theory from an abstract
or disinterested perspective, they have generally failed to do so.
And now that communism is in the twilight of its manifestation at
the national and even, apparently, local levels, the time has come
to examine both theory and practice and see what part was accurate and what part cant or hyperbole.
The question is posed as we review our outgoing century. The
answer will foreshadow the possibilities for our incoming one.
Joseph Drew
Editor
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